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true legal innovation may appear, the greater
may be the political consequence. The courts
may permit an invasion of liberty under cover
of the extension of a specific power given by
the constitution to the Government.'
Then, again, a law which may have been on
the statute book many years may suddenly be
declared unconstitutional. Legal enactments
are thus rendered precarious.
These defects of the principle of judicial
disallowance would be apt to assume in India
an exaggerated form.   The states possess ex-
clusive rights of administration in their own
territories; therefore unless the Central Govern-
ment, when it differs from a judicial decision,
is prepared  to  coerce  a  state  by  force   of
arms, the deadlock which President Jackson
threatened would often arise.   Assume that a
specific state law is declared invalid as being
against the Constitution. The Central Govern-
ment holds the view that the judicial decision
was wrong and the state was within its rights
and was in fact exercising a necessary power.
Assume,   further,  that   the   state authorities
defy the judicial decision.   How Is the Court
to enforce its decision, unless the executive
authority is prepared to compel the state to